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To His Excellency Eugene N. Foss, Governor, CommomceaUh of Massa-
chusetts.
Sir: — In accordance with chapter 5, section 91, of the Acts of
1906, the Licensing Board for the city of Boston has the honor to
present its annual report for the year ending Nov. 30, 1911.
When the so-called bar and bottle bill (chapter 476 of the Acts
of 1910) took effect on its passage, May 3, 1910, the Ucenses for
the year 1910-11 had been issued, and although all licenses granted
during the balance of that year were issued in strict conformity to
that act, it was not until the licenses for the year 1911-12 were
issued on ^lay 1 of this year that all licenses were controlled by
that legislation. In order that the act should have its full effect
the Board permitted, with a few exceptions, licensees to choose
under which of the two classes of licenses they would operate, but
after a choice had been made and a license had been issued it has
not allowed a licensee to change from one class to another. On
April 13, 1911, the Board published the following statement re-
garding its position on the bar and bottle bill.
April 13, 1911.
Before the passage of chapter 476, Acts of 1910, the Licensing Board
carefully discussed the pro\'isions of the act and unanimously decided
that the intention of the act was that a hcense to sell liquor ''to be drunk
on the premises" and a hcense to sell hquor "not to be drunk on the
premises" could not be exercised in the same place or premises. It acted
almost immediately on that interpretation of the law and after May 3,
1910, when the act went into effect, every apphcant for a change of loca-
tion or for an enlargement of his premises was obliged to choose under
which of the two hcenses he would operate. This position of the Board
was clearly stated in its annual report to the Governor dated Dec. 28,
1910. Previous to our report, realizing the difficulties that many licen-
sees would experience because of the new law, and in order to ascertain
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the pro))able wishes of the licensees, every licensee holding licenses of the
first and fourth classes was asked certain questions by the Board in a
printed communication, a copy of which is as follows: —
To Holders of Liquor Licenses of the First and Fourth Classes.
In order that it may carry out the pro\'isions of chapter 476, Acts of 1910 (the
so-called bar and bottle bill), with justice to all interested, the Licensing Board
asks you to co-operate with it by answering the following questions at your earli-
est convenience : —
1. For how long a time have you had a hquor license?
2. For how long a time have you had your present location?
3. Have you a lease of your present premises or are you a tenant at will?
4. When did your lease begin?
5. When does it end?
6. Is there any provision for its renewal?
7. If so, for how long a time?
8. What proportion (approximately) of your business is first class?
9. What proportion (approximately) of your business is fourth class?
10. For which class of license will you probably wish to apply for the year be-
ginning May 1, 1911?
11. Do you intend to ask the Board's consent to purchase an additional
license in order to have two licensed places, one operating under a li-
cense of the first class, the other under a license of the fourth class?
The information above requested is for the private use of the Board and is
desired only that the Board may have as many facts as possible before receiving
applications for licenses for the year 1911-12.
Ezra H. Baker,
Fred A. Emery,
Samuel H. Hudson.
Nov. 21, 1910. Licensing Board.
In answer to the above inquiries a very large majority of the licensees
repUed stating their probable wishes and since then every licensee has
made application for only one license in one place. In many cases
licensees who have wished to continue the first class and fourth class
licenses have obtained from the Board permission to buy an additional
license and have applied for licenses to be conducted in places absolutely
separated from each otlier, with separate and distinct entrances from
the street.
After careful consideration of the conditions controlling the different
licensees entailing a large amount of additional work and after a great
majority of the applications for licenses for 1911-12 had been received,
considered and discussed and were ready to be acted upon by this Board,
a formal request was made to us on April 7, 1911, to construe the act
in a way different from our previous decision.
Further consideration and discussion not only of chapter 476, Acts of
1910, but of the statutes relating to the sale of liquor has convinced the
Board that it should not change its decision as it believes it was clearly
the intention of the Legislature to prohibit the sale of liquor "to be drunk
on the premises" in the same place, rooms, space, shop or store where
liquor is sold "not to be drunk on the premises."
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The Board has further determined to exercise the authority given by
the act and has decided not to grant a fourth-class hcense in conjunction
with an innholder's Hcense.
From this it will be seen that the Board has from the time when
the act became effective given it the strictest interpretation.
Since the beginning of the present license year the Board has
noticed several changes in the conditions surrounding the liquor
traffic. How far these changes are to be attributed to the bar and
bottle bill is a matter for discussion, and how permanent they
may be is also doubtful, but some of the effects are so pronounced
that even if they later sjiould prove to be only temporary, at this
time the Board must nevertheless take notice of them.
The Board has noticed a tendency to the concentration of
Hcenses in fewer and stronger hands; an increased demand for
bottlers' licenses; a marked increase in the demand for innholder,
club and drug licenses, and especially a material increase in the
price of the so-called "license papers" which are, as explained in
the report of the Board for 1910, "the privilege of applying for a
license in the place of a former licensee."
Since May 1, 1911, the price of this privilege or "license paper"
has ranged from $11,000 to $15,000, the prevailing price being
about $12,500, as against $8,500, Jan. 1, 1911, and $3,500, June 1,
1906, when this Board took office. This year the Board endeavored
to check speculation in these "license papers" by announcing that
after August 1 it would not consider a transfer of a license except
for death, sickness, bankruptcy, or other imperative reasons. At
the present time the price seems to be $12,500 or higher, and the
Board would be neglectful of the interests of the city if it did not
increase the fees for licenses. The fact that the whole number of
licensed places has been limited to one thousand, and the city
has increased in population and has voted for license ever since the
prohibitory law was repealed in 1875, has necessarily given to the
license privilege a value which does not obtain in cities where the
conditions have been different. In view of the value of this privi-
lege compared to the fees paid to the city and of the benefit to
certain classes of licensees coming from the bar and bottle bill,
the Board has voted to increase the fees and has fixed them for
the year 1912-13 as follows: —
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First-class innholders, $2 500 00
Privilege to serve liquors to midnight (innholders onh'),
additional, 500 00
First-class common victualers, 1,200 00
Second-class common victualers, 500 00
Fourth-class wholesale druggists, 1,200 00
Fourth-class wholesale dealers, 1,200 00
Fourth-class distillers, 1 ,200 00
Fifth-class bottlers; issued only in conjunction with anotlier
license, 1,500 00
Fifth-class brewers, 2,000 00
Sixth-class druggists, 1 00
Seventh-class (pure alcohol), ....... 1 00
Club licenses, 500 00
Just what the permanent result of the bar and buttle bill is to be
it is too early to state. That it has helped some individual licensees
and injured others is true; that it has helped the bottlers the
Board is convinced; that it has increased the sale of bottled goods
in homes is a fair inference.
The Board is not prepared to make any statement beyond this;
that individuals have been helped and harmed and that some
classes of licenses have been greatly benefited.
After a continuous service of five and a half years and in view of
the probable change in its personnel the coming year the Board
believes that this is a fitting time to review its work and present
in a concise statement the policies it has adopted. Taking office
with few, if any, preconceived ideas as to the details of its work
the three members of the Board w^ere unanimously of the belief
that they could have but little success without gaining the con-
fidence of the licensees. They therefore, from the beginning, have
tried to convince the latter that in their relations with the Board
they could accomplish more by personal interviews than by relying
upon the intervention of any third person, an intervention at
times undoubtedly disinterested but too frequently, as the Board
has been only too well aware, entirely selfish and unscrupulous.
Although the Board is glad to believe that its intention to give
every person fair and just treatment has been accepted by the
great majority of the licensees as true, it must confess to a feeling
of disappointment when licensees instead of coming directly to
the Board with their requests have relied upon those who for selfish
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reasons assumed to have influence with it or who were })eHeve(l
to have such influence.
During the past year especially the appeals of such people ha\ e
greatly increased and the members of the Board have been followed
to their private offices and even to their homes, not only by licensees
or would-be licensees and their friends, but also by opponents of
the liquor business who have not hesitated to use the same methods
they so strongly object to in others. Such attempted influence for
any purpose has had no favorable effect on the action of the Board.
Among other policies adopted by the Board may be stated the
following : —
Prevention of the use of licensed places for political purposes.
The restriction of licenses to business districts and public
thoroughfares.
Lessening the number of places where women can obtain liquor
to be drunk on the premises.
The extension of the restrictions as to licensed places in the
neighborhood of public schools so as to include private schools of
acknowledged standing.
The refusal to grant new saloon licenses in the neighborhood of
subway entrances and exits or transfer stations.
The granting of rebates in cases of transfers only to those
licensees who were compelled to transfer either by reason of death,
sickness or some equally imperative reason.
The restriction of licenses to citizens and voters of Boston.
The Board has asked and obtained from the Legislature the
authority to suspend licenses for violations of the conditions of
the license and for violation of any law of the Commonwealth.
This authority has been repeatedly availed of and has been most
helpful both to the Board, to the licensees and to the community.
It has been the earnest desire of the Board to restrict licensed
places to thoroughfares and to business centers, and to remove
them as opportunity^ offered from residential sections, especially
those now overcrowded. Such removals are necessarily slow,
while the change and movement of population in so large a city
necessarily make exact descriptions of localities impossible.
How to restrict the drinking of women in cafes or restaurants
without stimulating it in the homes and kitchen barrooms is a
question that has been constantly discussed by the Board. It is
of the belief that large restaurants and hotel dining rooms are
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better than small places on back streets or private dining rooms,
and has acted on that belief, although the increased attendance
in the larger places on public thoroughfares has attracted notice
and brought much ill-considered criticism.
The Board is con\'inced that at the present time and under
existing circumstances the present system is for Boston the best
yet developed. That conditions can be bettered and the system
improved is simply to state the hopes and aims that have animated
the Board from its beginning. Certainly in Boston there have
been no such flagrant \iolations of the law as shown by the pros-
ecution and con\-iction of clubs, hotels and others in no-Hcense
towns and cities during the past six months, nor does the Board
believe that such xiolations could occur in Boston without prompt
detection and punishment.
The above-mentioned policies like ever\' action of the Board,
not only for the past year but from its beginning, have been adopted
by the unanimous agreement of the three members of the Board.
This unanimity has been reached not by the overbearing dictation
of one indi^^dual nor by the arbitrary- decision of a majority, but
was the result of careful consideration and discussion.
These policies, all remedial, represent a portion only of the
work of the Board. Much of its time has been devoted to detail
work and to hearings which have increased every year and to a
marked extent the past year. These policies were not adopted
all at once but from time to time as the need for them was shown;
in cann ing them out the Board has endeavored to recognize exist-
ing conditions, many of which were of long standing. How bene-
ficial the results of the Board's work have been it leaves for others
to say. It only claims that it has endeavored to act with all sin-
cerity and fairness.
Druggists' Licenses.
The Board is still con^'inced that the present drug license is a
gross injustice both to the community and to the holders of liquor
licenses who pay much larger fees, especially in the city of Boston.
It has recommended several times to the Legislature that the law
should be changed. It has this year made another investigation
of the sales in drug stores which, compared vrith the investigation
made in 190S, shows that there has been no diminution of the
e\'ils as stated in the report for that year. The Board is convinced
that by no stretch of the imagination can the majority of sales of
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liquor by druggists be really intended for medicinal purposes. The
present statute leads only to a contempt for the law and to hypoc-
risy and deceit. Druggists of the highest standing have stated to
the Board their wish that sales of liquor in drug stores could be
limited to sales only on physicians' prescriptions. Other druggists
in apphing for hcenses during the past year have frankly stated
that they wish them because licensed places where liquor could be
purchased by the bottle had gone out of existence.
Hyde Park.
The annexation of Hyde Park to the city of Boston presents
several problems requiring careful study and consideration. On
November 17, after the State election, the Board voted that until
further notice it would receive no appUcations for licenses in
Hyde Park. This vote was pubUshed in the daily papers. On
December IS, preliminary to further investigations, in response
to its invitation the Board had the pleasure of meeting the five
selectmen; Messrs. James D. Grant, chairman, Guy C. Lamson,
John Alden, Robert ^lartin and Benjamin Clough, and Captain
Grant of the police of Hyde Park, from whom they received much
valuable information. In order that it may make the thorough
study of the situation necessary the Board has voted that it will
receive no application for a liquor license for at least one year from
Jan. 1, 1912, and will grant drug licenses only after careful con-
sideration. The officials of Hyde Park expressed their approval of
the action of the Board.
Hearings.
During the past year the Board has given hearings on 16 dif-
ferent complaints, 3 of which were dismissed. In the other cases
it inflicted such penalties of suspension as the cases seemed to
warrant.
In its report for the year 190S the Board stated that it would
give hearings on complaints from individuals as well as from the
poUce, and as a result it has heard many complaints. It has also
received a great many suggestions and complaints from individuals
who did not wish to appear as public prosecutors. These informal
statements have often brought about very helpful changes in the
conduct of the places. In addition, countless numbers of anony-
mous complaints have been received. For obvious reasons the
Board has paid no attention to such complaints.
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Recommendations.
Having in mind the probable changes in its membership the
coming year the Board does not make any recommendations for
new legislation. The present members hope that at some future
time such legislation may be enacted as will Hmit the sale of
liquors— except pure alcohol— by druggists to physicians'
prescriptions; and that other legislation may be obtained that
will make the misrepresentation of his age by a minor, in order
to obtain Hquor, a misdemeanor. They hope also that the present
liquor laws may be revised and simplified so that they may be
more clear and free from inconsistencies by which they are now
confused. Such a revision will require careful investigation and
consideration.
Licenses for the Sale of Ice Cream, Confectionery, Soda
Water and Fruit on the Lord's Day.
Too many of those holding these licenses are inclined to be care-
less in the observance of the conditions under which their Hcenses
are issued and indifferent to the rules of the Board. Prompt
revocation of the licenses will follow any deliberate violation of
the conditions or neglect of rules.
Intelligence Offices.
The continued discussion of proposed legislation has caused
the Board to refrain from any radical changes in the present sys-
tem, and it has made no material increase in the number of such
licenses.
The Board records with pleasure its appreciation of the faithful
and efficient services of its secretary and other employees.
To the Commissioner of Police and the officers and men of his
department the Board expresses its grateful thanks for their wil-
ling and efficient aid in all matters referred to them.
The annexed tables will give in detail the results of the work of
the Board for the past year.
Very respectfully,
EZRA H. BAKER.
FRED A.. EMERY.
SAM'L H. HUDSON.
APPENDIX.

APPENDIX.
Licenses for the Sale of Intoxicating Liquor.
The law licensing the sale of intoxicating liquor in this city pro-
vides that not more than 1 place shall be licensed for each 500
of the population, as ascertained by the last national or State
census, nor shall the number of places in any event exceed 1,000.
Table 1. — Number of Places Licensed.
Number of places granted during the 3'ear, ^ 979
Number of licenses held but not located, 5
Number of licenses not issued, 16
Number of licenses surrendered for cancellation, .... 42
Number of new licenses granted in their places, . . . ^ 4:1
The follo^^-ing is a classified list of the licensed places in force
Nov. 30, 1911: —
First-class innholder, 77
First-class \'ictualer, 591
Second-class victualer, 5
Fourth-class distiller, 2
Fourth-class wholesale dealer, 279
Fourth-class wholesale druggist, 4
Fifth-class brewer, 20
Total, -978
Sixth-class Ucenses, 184
Seventh-class Ucenses, 12
Club Ucenses, 44
Total, 240
1 One license surrendered and cancelled.
- One license to be granted and placed when building is ready for occupancy.
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The statutes provide for seven classes of licenses.
The number of licenses issued under the classification of statute
are as follows : —
Table 2. — Number of Licenses issued from Dec 1, 1910, to Dec. 1,
1911.
For Full Year.
First class, 679
Second class, 5
Fourth class, 282
Fifth class, 68
Sixth class, 192
Seventh class, 12
Total, 1,238
Special club, 45
Special 12 o'clock privilege, 28
For Part of Year.
First class, 28
Fourth class, 7
Fifth class, 1
Total, 36
Table 3. — Distribution of Licenses by Districts and Population.
[Population, United States Census of 1910, 670,585.]
District. Population. Licensed Places.
Boston proper, 186,586 598 including 343 saloons.
Roxbury, •111,386 131 (( 79
South Boston, .... 66,361 79 11 57
Charlestown, .
..
41,444 75 u 55
East Boston, .... 58,488 43 tl 32
West Roxbury, .... 60,643 26 << 13
Brighton, 26,575 14 a 8
Dorchester, 119,102 12 u 4
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Boston proper has 1 license to every 312 inhaljitants, and 1 saloon to
every 543+.
Roxbury has 1 license to every 850 inhabitants, and 1 saloon to every
1,409+.
South Boston has 1 license to every 840 inhabitants, and 1 saloon to every
1,164.
Charlestown has 1 license to every 552+ inhabitants, and 1 saloon to
ever
J'-
753+.
East Boston has 1 license to every 1,360 inhabitants, and 1 saloon to every
1,827+.
West Roxbury has 1 license to every 2,332 inhabitants, and 1 saloon to
every 4,664+.
Brighton has 1 license to every 1,898 inhabitants, and 1 saloon to every
3,321+ .
Dorchester has 1 license to every 9,925 inhabitants, and 1 saloon to every
29,775+.
Licensed Places.
District. Inn-
holders. Saloons.
Wholesale
Dealers.
Other
Classes. Totals.
Boston proper. 68 343 177 10 598
Roxbury, .... 1 79 37 14 131
South Boston, . 1 57 18 3 79
Charlestown, . 2 55 16 2 75
East Boston, . 2 32 9 43
West Roxbury, 1 13 10 2 26
Brighton, .... 2 8 4 14
Dorchester, 4 8 12
Totals, 77 591 279 31 978
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Table 4. — Number of Licensed Pl.a.ces by Wards.
Si: u
si Ji asu ^
Fourth-cla.sa
DistiUt
if
Ward.
Innholdei First-class
Victu
Second-cl
Victu
Fourth
-
Wholo«
Dealer. Fourth-cL
Drug
il
IT .a
1,
_ 9 _ 5 _ — _ 14
2, 2 23 _ 4 _ — _ 29
3, 1 10 _ 3 _ — _ 14
4, _ 21 _ 6 _ — 2 29
1 24 _ 7 _ — 32
6, 19 121 3 60 1 3 _ 207
7, 20 108 _ 55 _ 1 _ 184
8, 6 40 _ 21 _ _ _ 67
9, 4 36 — 9 _ — _ 49
10, 10 17 2 17 _ _ _ 46
11, 6 7 4 - - _ 17
12, . .
o
o
1 A 1 f\
_ 27
13, 36 - 12 - 1 49
14, 1 10 2 1 _ 14
15, 9 4 1 14
16, 5 4 _ 9
17, 1 20 8 1 30
1 o
18, 24 11
19, 21 8 12 41
20, 4 3 7
21, 3 4 7
22, 14 6 2 22
23, 1 7 7 1 16
24, 5 5
25, 2 8 4 14
Totals, . 77 591 5 279 2 4 20 978
Table 5. — Number of Licenses from May 1 to Dec. 1, 1911.
Granted and paid for:—
First-class innholder, .... . . 77 at S2,200, $169,400 00
First-class victualer, .... . 602 1,100, 662,200 00
Second-class victualer. 5 500, 2,500 00
Fourth-class wholesale dealer, . . 276 1,100, 303,600 00
Fourth-class druggist. 4 500, 2,000 00
Fourth-class distiller, .... 2 1,100, 2,200 00
Fifth-class brewer, .... . 20 1,500, 30,000 00
Fifth-class boctlej, .... . 48 1,100, 52,800 00
12 o'clock privilege, .... . 28 500, 14,000 00
$1,238,700 00
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Table 6. — Number of Licensed Places, Licenses Single and in
Conjunction, paid, from May 1 to Dec. 1, 1911.
Single : —
First-class victualer, ...... 602 at 81,100. S6G'> 200 00
Second-class viccualer, ..... 5 500, 2,500 00
First-class innholder, ...... 49 2,200, 107,800 00
Fourth-class wholesale dealer, .... 235 1,100, 258,500 00
Fourth-class wholesale druggist, 4 500, 2,000 00
Fourth-class distiller, 2 1,100 2,200 00
Fifth-class brewer, 13 1,500, 19,500 00
In conjunction:—
First-class innholder and 12 o'clock privilege, 28 2,700, 75,600 00
Fourth-class wholesale dealer and fifth-class
bottler, 41 2,200, 90,200 00
Fifth-class brewer and fifth-class bottler. 7 2,600, 18,200 00
Sl,238,700 00
Table 7. — Liquor License Fees from 1885 to 1911, taken from the
Records in this Office.
Date.
1885,
1886,
1887,
1888,
1889,
1890,
1891,
1892,
1893,
1894,
1895,
1896,
1897,
1898,
1899,
1900,
1901,
1902,
1903,
1904,
1905,
1906,
1907,
1908,
1909,
1910,
to Dec. 1
to Dec. 1
to Dec. 1
to Dec. 1
to Dec. 1
to Dec. 1
to Dec. 1
to Dec. 1
to Dec. 1
to Dec. 1
to Dec. 1
to Dec. 1
to Dec. 1
to Dec. 1
to Dec. 1
to Dec. 1
to Dec. 1
to Dec. 1
to Dec. 1
to Dec. 1
to Dec. 1
to Dec. 1
to Dec. 1
to Dec. 1
to Dec. 1
to Dec. 1
1886,
1887,
1888,
1889,
1890,
1891,
1892,
1893,
1894,
1895,
1896,
1897,
1898,
1899,
1900,
1901,
1902,
1903,
1904,
1905,
1906,
1907,
1908,
1909,
1910,
1911,
Amount.
$608,113 00
588,480 00
621,574 00
888,308 00
1,016,500 00
1,033,872 00
1,058,146 00
1,064,033 00
1,084,194 00
1,192,989 00
1,447,096 00
1,457,235 00
1,469,171 00
1,489,575 00
1,488,468 00
1,439,684 00
1,426,608 27
1,440,237
1,438,132
1,455,681
1,480,749
1,509,894
1,509,306 03
1,480,709 SO
1,450,100 38
1,282,857 32
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Table 8. — Number of Licenses issued and Amount paid into the
Treasury.
From Dec. 1, 1910, io Dec. 1,1911
77 first-class innholders, at $2,200, .
602 first-class victualers, at $1,100, .
5 second-class victualers, at $500, .
276 fourth-class wholesale dealers, at $1,100,
2 fourth-class distillers, at $1,100, .
4 fourth-class wholesale druggists, at $500,
20 fifth-class brewers, at $1,500,
48 fifth-class bottlers, at $1,100,
45 clubs, at $500,
192 sixth-class druggists, at $1, .
12 seventh-class alcohols, at $1,
for Full Year.
$169,400 00
682,200 00
2,500 00
303,600 00
2,200 00
2,000 00
30,000 00
52,800 00
22,500 00
192 00
12 00
$1,247,404 00
From Dec. 1, 1910, to Dec. 1, 1911, for Part of Year.
3 first-class innholders, $3,169 48
25 first-class victualers, 14,172 68
5 fourth-class wholesale dealers, 3,325 42
2 fourth-class grocers, 760 90
1 fifth-class bottler, 24 84
21,453 32
28 special 12 o'clock liquor privileges, for the full year, ex-
piring April 30, 1912, 14,000 00
Total, $1,282,857 32
Forty-two licenses have been surrendered for cancellation and
new licenses issued in their place. ^ These changes have been the
result of sales between parties. Rebates have been granted in only
four special cases.
Table 9. — Rebates.
Rebates granted, $2,924 10
Total revenue for liquor licenses, $1,282,857 32
Less rebates, 2,924 10
$1,279,933 22
1 See Table I.
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Table 10. — Showing Gains and Losses in Liquor Revenue, also
IN Revenue derived from Miscell.\neous Fees, etc., since
June 1, 1906.
year.
LlQLOR.
Gain.
1905-06,
1906-07,
1907-08,
1908-09,
1909-10,
1910-11,
Totals,
$22,505 34
14,239 94
$36,745 28
Loss.
_ 1
S4,48o 00
13,842 49
169,432 22:
Miscellaneous Fees, etc.
Gain.
S187,7o9 71
I
$170 00
$854 00
2,057 00
3,312 00
7,039 00
$13,262 00 $170 00
Loss.
Recording
Fce.s and
Interest.
$1,624 19
1,239 00
1,471 42
1,454 97
1,469 99
$7,259 57
1 No comparison, part of year only.
Net loss liquor, $151,014 43
Net gain miscellaneous, 20,351 57
Total net loss. $130,662 86
Table 11, — Compl.\ints.
Sixteen complaints were received against licensees, with the following
results : —
Nature of Complaint. Action taken. Number ofLicenses.
Liquor.
For illegal gaming on the hcensed premises, Dismissed, 1
For violation of the condition of their license. Dismissed, 1
For selling to intoxicated persons, . Dismissed, 1
For selling to intoxicated persons, . Suspended, 2
For selling to a minor, Suspended, 2
For violation of a law of the Commonwealth, Suspended, 4
Druggists.
For illegal selling on the Lord's day. Forfeited, . 2
For illegal selhng on the Lord's day, . Suspended, 3
16
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Miscellaneous Licenses.
Table 1. — Common Victualers and Innholders.
Common Victualers without Liquor.
Applications granted, 1,526
Granted, but not paid for in 1909-10, 2
Places licensed, 1,215
Cancelled, 303
Rejected, 55
Revoked, 8
Transferred, 68
Withdrawn, 53
Fees collected, $7,365
Of the licenses granted, 17 were for lunch carts, 14 of which are
in actual operation.
There were cancelled for nonpayment of license fee on account of
1910-11, 50; on account of 1909-10, 1, making a total of 51, at
$5 = $255; 4 licenses unpaid ^t S5 = $20; making a total of
$275 to be deducted from $7,640, the amount which would have
been received if all the licensees had paid, leaving a gross total
due the city of $7,365.
For purposes of bookkeeping it should be stated that the city
really received $5 more than $7,365, or $7,370. Through an
error the city received an overpayment of $5 for a license which
was never issued, w^hich overpayment was refunded to the Licens-
ing Board, making the net total amount received by the city,
$7,365.
Innholders without Liquor.
Applications granted, 20
Places licensed, 19
Cancelled, 1
Revoked,
Rejected, 4
Fees collected, SlOO
Table 2. — Billiard, Pool and Sippio Tables, and Bowling Alleys.
Applications granted, ^ 442
Places licensed, 387
Cancelled, 28
Rejected, 94
1 Of the applications granted, 43 were licenses for clubs.
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Revoked, 7
Transferred, 14
Withdrawn, 26
Fees collected, S4.010
Number of Tables and Alleys.
Billiards, 299
Pool, 1 1,196
Sippio, 2
Bowling alleys, 516
2,013
The fee is S2 for each table and alle3^
Table 3. — Ixtelligenxe Offices.
Applications granted, 123
Places licensed, 97
Cancelled, 15
Rejected, 4
Revoked,
Transferred, 17
Withdrawn, 3
Fees collected, $3,975
Of the applications granted : —
41 were first class, at $50. $2,050
82 were second class, at $25, 2,050
84,100
Less 1 first class cancelled for nonpajnnent at S50, . $50
Less 3 second class cancelled for nonpajinent at $25, . 75
125
Total collected, $3,975
Table 4. — Miscellaneous.
Picnic Groves.
Applications granted, 3
Places hcensed, 3
Revoked,
Drivers' Permits.
Granted, 785
Cancelled, 66
Rejected 17
Revoked, 10
Withdrawn, 8
1 Eight pool tables not yet paid for.
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Drivers' cards were formerly good until revoked. Now the
drivers' cards expire September 1 of each year, and must be re-
newed upon their expiration.
Frl'it.
Applications granted, 1 1,002
Places licensed, 914
Cancelled, S7
Rejected, 96
Revoked, 1
Transferred, 39
Withdrawn, 18
Suspended, 18
Fees collected, S4,905
The fee established by the Board is So.'^
Total amount received and paid into the treasury on account of
miscellaneous licenses, $20,355
Table 6. — Holders of Common Victualer Licenses, arranged
ACCORDING TO NATIONALITY.
American, 867
Armenian, 76
Assyrian, 25
Austrian, 14
Belgian, 2
British Provinces, 44
Canadian, 42
Chinese, 15
Cuban, 1
Danish, 1
Dutch, 1
Enghsh, 46
Finlander,
French, 16
German, 31
Grecian, 126
Hebrew, 131
Hungarian, 2
Irish, 61
Itahan, 131
Mexican, 1
Newfoundlander, ' 3
* Seventeen licenses cancelled for nonpayment of fee.
- Four licenses not yet paid for.
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Norwegian,
Nova Scotian, 10
Polish, 3
Portuguese, 9
Russian, 0.3
Scotch, 10
Spanish, 2
Swedisli, i;j
Swiss, 1
Turkish, U
Total, 1,752
Innholders.
American, 10
English, 1
Irish, 1
ItaUan, 1
Roumanian, 2
Total, 21
Table 7. — Holders of Fruit Licenses, arranged accokdim, to
Nationality.
American, 215
Armenian, 55
Assyrian, 9
Austrian,
British Provinces, 6
Canadian, 10
English, 9
French, 2
German, 20
Grecian, 131
Irish, 33
Italian, 356
Mexican, 1
Norwegian, 3
Portuguese, 3
Russian, 216
Scotch, 3
Spanish, 1
Swedish, 2
Turkish, 9
Total, 1,090
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By the order of the Board, the recording fees, pro\'ided for by
chapter 100, section 10, Revised Laws, as amended by chapter 291,
Acts of 1906, were turned into the city treasury, together with
whatever interest had accumulated.
Fees and interest, 1906-07,
.SI,624 19
Fees and interest, 1907-08, 1,239 00
Fees and interest, 1908-09, 1,471 42
Fees and interest, 1909-10, 1,454 97
Fees and interest, 1910-11, 1,469 99
Total, $7,259 57
Comparisons.
Table 1. — Receipts and Expenditures, Account of Licenses.
1908-09. 1909-10. 1910-11.
Liquor licenses, .
Rebates, ....
$1,480,709 80
17,501 87
$1,450,100 38
734 94
$1,282,857 32
2,924 10
Miscellaneous licenses.
Recording fees and interest.
$1,463,207 93
10,004 00
1,471 42
$1,449,365 44
13,316 00
1,454 97
$1,279,933 22
20,355 00
1,469 99
Totals, .... $1,474,683 35 $1,464,136 41 $1,301,758 21
Table 2. — Licenses.
1908-09. 1909-10. 1910-11.
First-class innholder, 79 78 77
First-class victualer, 691 684 591
Second-class victualer, .... 6 6 5
Fourth-class distiller, 2 2 2
Fourth-class wholesale dealer, . 104 112 279
Fourth-class grocer, 62 65
Fourth-class wholesale druggist. 6 5 4
Fifth-class brewer, 20 20 20
970 972 978
Sixth-class druggist, 195 192 184
Seventh-class alcohol, .... 11 11 12
Clubs, 43 43 44
249 246 240
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Common Vidualers.
1908-09. 1909-10. 1910-11.
Applications granted, .... 1,981 1,590 1,526
Places licensed, 1,641 1,295 1,215
Cancelled, 336 285 303
Rejected, 282 104 55
Revoked, 283 10 8
Transferred, 37 36 68
Withdrawn, 34 35 53
Innholders.
Applications granted, .... 16 21 20
Places licensed, 14 19 19
Cancelled, 1 1
Rejected, 4
Revoked, 2 1
Billiard, Pool and Sippio Tables and Bowling Alleys.
Applications granted^ .... 445 449 442
Places licensed, 374 395 387
Cancelled, 32 28
Rejected, 76 53 94
Revoked, 2 14 7
Transferred, 13 20 14
Withdrawn, 22 26 26
Intelligence Offices.
Applications granted, .... 130 124 123
Places licensed, 109 101 97
Cancelled, . . . . 3 7 15
Rejected, 4 4 4
Revoked, 2 8
Transferred, 4 13 17
Withdrawn, 8 3
Skating Rinks.
Applications granted, .... 1
Places licensed, 1
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Picnic Groves.
1908-09.
1
1909-10. 1910-11.
Applications granted, 3^ 4 3
Places licensed, 3 3 3
Revoked, 1
Drivers' Permits.
Granted, 678 508 785
Cancelled, 32 12 66
Rejected, 5 12 17
Revoked, 1 2 10
Withdrawn, 2 3 8
Ice Creaniy Confectionery, Soda Water and Fruit.
Granted, 356 736 1,002
Places licensed, 343 671 914
Cancelled, 12 63 87
Rejected, 111 102 96
Revoked, 1 2 1
Transferred, 3 13 39
Withdrawn, 19 19 18
Suspended, 15 18
Expenditures from Dec. 1, 1910, to Dec. 1, 1911.
Commissioners and secretary, salaries, $13,500 00
Clerks, messengers, salaries, 11,464 75
Advertising, 298 05
Books and binding, 146 80
Furniture and repairs, 334 99
Incidentals, 172 33
Investigating liquor cases, 204 50
Investigating miscellaneous licenses, 31 75
Light, 60 60
Postage, 50 00
Printing, 1,154 72
Rent and repairs, 6,601 28
Stationer^', 421 10
Telephone, 379 61
Travel, 106 50
Toti^l, S34,926 98
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Comparisons.
Appropriations. Expenditures.
1906, June 1 to December 1, .
1906-07,
1907-08,
1908-09,
1909-10,
1910-11,
_ 1
S50,000 003
37,500 00
37,500 00
35,000 00
40,000 00
S17,054 26 2
36,703 71
34,159 52
34,901 20
35,049 66 4
34,926 98
License Fees as fixed by the Board for the Year 1912-13.
The fees for licenses have been fixed at the following rates
for the year commencing May 1, 1912, and ending April 30,
1913, viz.:—
For licenses of the first class, to sell all kinds of liquor, to be
drunk on the premises : —
Innholders, $2,500 00
Privilege to sen'e liquors to midnight (innholders only),
additional, 500 00
Licensed coimnon victualers, 1,200 00
For licenses of the second class, to sell malt liquors, cider and
light wines, containing not more than 15 per -centum of
alcohol, to be drunk on the premises : —
Licensed common victualers, 500 00
For licenses of the fourth class, to sell all kinds of liquor and
to bottle distilled liquors, not to be dnmk on the prem-
ises:—
Wholesale druggists, 1,200 00
Wholesale dealers, 1,200 00
Distillers, 1,200 00
For licenses of the fifth class, to sell malt liquors, cider and
light wines, containing not more than 15 per centum of
alcohol, not to be drunk on the premises:—
Bottlers, issued onl}'' in conjunction with another license, 1,500 00
Brewers, 2,000 00
For a license of the sixth class, to dmggists, .... 1 00
For a license of the seventh class, to sell pure alcohol, . . 1 00
For a club license, 500 00
Licenses cannot be transferred from one person to another.
^ Paid from police department appropriation.
2 Expenditures as given are from December to December, and appropriations arc for the fiscal
year, i.e., February to February.
' $12,000 of this amount was turned over to the mayor to be used by him for other departments.
* Although the expenditures for this year show larger than the appropriation, they will be less
than the appropriation for the fiscal year.



